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FOREWORD 

The job of preparing for and running a National Architectural Comi)etition 
entails a lot of sustained intensive work, even with as few as 200 or 300 
designs. When, as in the case of the Pittsburgh Competition, there are 
over 900 designs^ submitted the duties of all parties concerned mount to 
staggering proportions. 


Judging the drawings is serious business. Each design must receive con- 
centrated simultaneous scrutiny by all the judges, and none may be passed 
over without a fair examination and appraisal. This means hour after 
hour of going through the drawings one by one, eliminating the less com- 
petent designs: sifting, sifting, sifting, until only the top quality remains. 
The drawings are thus gone over in great detail, weaknesses and strength 
spotted, comparisons made and argued back and forth until at last the 
collective mind of the jury is made up and these ultimate decisions reached. 

Over 40% of the drawings submitted in this competition come from 
registered architects, the list including some of the most distinguished 
men of the profession. It is fair to say that the winners reflect the pre- 
ponderant trend in architectural thinking as indicated throughout the 
whole set of submissions. Not surprisingly, that trend is in the direction 
of planning better accommodations for the needs of contemporary living, 
and away from attempted conformity with the fashions and fetishes of 
the last century. 


The results are shown in the following pages. We believe them to be of 
educational value both to competitors and non-competitors. There are 
many excellent and brilliantly planned ideas (as well as some faults) in- 
corporated in the designs. While the prize and mention drawings included 
in this book were published in the magazine “Progressive Architecture” 
(Pencil Points) the designs in the second section have not been shown 
before. Their inclusion illustrates still further the trend in contemporary 
planning schemes. 


All prize and mention designs represent the considered choice of a sincere 
and enlightened group of architects who thought in terms of what would 
constitute a happy and improved living environment to which “G.I. Joes” 
should be entitled rather than of what returning soldiers themselves may 
be expecting under the influence of their war-born dreams of times past. 
It is hoped “Joe” gets the benefit of the study that went into this com- 
petition. He deserves it. 
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Considerations of the Jury of Award 

(1) ,The architectural merit of the design, including its regional suitability, 
and the ingenuity shown in the development of the plans to fit the require- 
ments of the problem. 

(2) Practicability and economy of construction. ' 

(3) The intelligence with which the products of the sponsor are appro- 
priately incorporated into the design. 

(4) The special prizes will be awarded on the basis of the excellence of the 
interior detail “shown on the drawing. 

Quality of delineation and composition of the-' drawing will not .have undue 
weight with the Jury. 



PROGRAM 

(As Oricinaliy Presented) 


MANDATORY. The design of a house in which an 
average young American family in an average sub- 
urban residential community can make its perma- 
nent home in a world at peace. The client, an aver- 
age fellow who may as well be called “G.l. Joe,” is 
a man in his early thirties who has served in the 
armed forces of his country during the war. His 
wife has done her part by working in a munitions 
plant, while their two children — a boy of ten and a 
girl of six — have been farmed out with the grand- 
parents. The assumption is to be made by competi- 
tors that since the war is finally over the reunited 
family is determined to have its own home. Joe has 
got his old job back and his employer, pleased to 
have him, has plans for his promotion. A respectable 
accumulation of war bonds plus a loan from a local 
bank under the terms of the G. I. Bill of Rights 
makes the fulfilment of the family ambition possi- 
ble; so Joe takes the first step and looks up a good 
architect. 

A reasonably priced quarter-acre plot in a newly 
subdivided, fairly level area is decided upon as the 
site for the new home. This lot is roughly rectangu- 
lar with a frontage of 75 feet along the southerly 
side of a paved street running southeast-northwest. 
It is 140 feet deep to the rear property line where it 
adjoins a neighbor’s lot on the next street. A local 
restriction says that no building may be placed 
nearer than 30 feet to the street or nearer than 15 
feet to the side or rear lot lines. The usual utilities 
are available. 

Joe and his wife have no preconceived notion of 
what their home should look like beyond desiring 
it to be up-to-date and attractive and suited to the 
local climate. While they are sympathetic to the 
healthy contemporary trend toward greater free- 
dom in architecture they do not wish their home to 
be so unusual that it will be unduly conspicuous. 
They want light and cheerful interiors and are con- 
scious of the feasibility today of having somewhat 
larger glass areas then were commonly used ten 
years ago. They depend upon their architect to 
advise them upon the building materials and equip- 


ment to be used. They are, of course, interested in 
keeping within their budget but they know that 
maintenance costs must be considered as well as 
initial outlay. Mrs. Joe expects to do her own house- 
work and is anxious that this should be made as 
easy as possible by good planning and thoughtful 
detailing, so that she may have more time to devote 
to her children from whom she had to be separated 
during the war. Like most homemakers today, she 
particularly wants her kitchen and bathroom ac- 
commodations ttWilt'IJolorful, convenient, and ea.sy 
to keep spotlessly clean. 

Careful study of the client’s needs — in conjunction 
with his present resources, his income, and the local 
building costs — leads the architect to conclude that 
his plan must be limited to 1400 square feet of floor 
area disposed on one or two stories. Not to be 
included in this limiting figure are the necessary 
single car garage and an adequate heater room 
either above or below grade. 

Competitors are expected to provide for the com- 
fortable and economical housing of the client and 
his family within the prescribed limits of area. Dis- 
position of indoor and outdoor space, number of 
rooms, circulation, and accessories are left to the 
discretion of the designer. 

Since G.l. Joe’s number is legion, and since he may 
be found after the war in any part of the United 
States, it is left to each competitor to determine the 
locale in which his. client is assumed to Jive. This 
-chosen location must be clearly designated on the 
drawing and the Judges will take into account the 
regional suitability of the design. The sponsors, 
while naturally desirous of promoting the increased 
use of their products, are anxious that competitors 
shall use common sense and avoid extravagance in 
the disposition of these products. The designs will, 
it is hoped, show houses that might be appropri- 
ately built by the average family described i^ the 
program, at a cost of between sixty-five hundred 
and eight thousand dollars. This cost rafege is 
merely a suggestion and not a strict lirhitation in 
either direction. 




REPORT OF THE JURY 


A pretty fair reflection of the actual and potential 
architectural design performance in the United 
States today was evident in the nine hundred odd 
drawings submitted in the Pencil PoiNTS-Pitts- 
burgh Plate Glass Company Competition. 

To the Jpry it seemed that entirely too many were 
of such inferior quality as to suggest a discouraging 
outlook for G. J. Joe's postwar home. Although al- 
most half of the designs came from registered 
architects, who should be presumed competent to 
do good architecture, there was a pronounced lack 
of good taste and sound realism. Of course, it must 
be admitted that the same observation applies to 
the general quality of existing houses throughout 
the cpuntry. 

There may be several reasons for the prevalence of 
this distressingly low standard of house design. 
For one thing, many capable young men are now at 
war, and for another, there is a definite lack of 
understanding among many of the older architects 
as to the nature of the new trends in architecture. 
Many of them seem to think that modern design is 
just another ‘‘style.’' 

The Jury felt a deep responsibility not only to the 
competitors but to the public as well. Their goals 
and guideposts were pretty well stated in the pre- 
amble of the Program. “To bring up to date, in 
line with recent technical advances, the general 
understanding of the ever present problem of plan- 
ning the small homes of the nation.” “To discover 
and give recognition to new design talent,” 

Since it was planned that the premiated designs 
were to be widely publicized, the Jury conscien- 
tiously tried to select not only the best solutions to 


the problem as stated, but also the best in planning, 
in taste, and in detail. Established public preju- 
dices, what would sell more easily, etc., were not 
considered pertinent. We sought rather to find 
what came closest to solving in a better, more real- 
istic, and sympathetic way the problem of planning 
the small home. 

One cannot say that the premiated designs com- 
pletely solve this problem, because there are many 
important factors that a competition drawing can- 
not possibly include ; especially when so little time 
and space are available. 

From the Program requirements, it was obvious 
and right that there would be a limitation as to the 
scope and size of the house. With the exception of 
the square footage restriction, this limitation was 
not strict, but rather flexible. On costs, wide lati- 
tude was given, on the theory that increased use of 
new construction methods and materials might 
bring substantial reductions. 

A consensus statement as to what the Jury was 
looking for in the house designs might be something 
like this : A simple direct solution which would give 
to the average small family a place in which it 
could live with greater comfort and freedom from 
drudgery than ever before. Several ideal character- 
istics agreed upon were : 

(a) Lack of pomposity. 

(b) Economy, both in initial and maintenance costs. 

(c) Provision for better facilities and amenities 
than the conventional type of house has here- 
tofore supplied. 

The question of “undue conspicuousness” and homo- 
geneity of architectural “character” were discussed 
at length. We decided that the prevalent idea that 



a building in order to be in harmony with neigh- 
boring structures must be of the same “style” or 
“period” is erroneous. 

The true tradition of all great periods in architec- 
ture has been not to copy past styles. For instance, 
in Pisa an unfinished Gothic chapel was completed 
during the Renaissance. The architects had such 
great respect for the work of the original designer 
that they didn’t think of trying to imitate existing 
work. They completed the building in the Renais- 
sance manner with such a sympathetic understand- 
ing and appreciation of what the original started 
out to be that only an archaeologist could detect 
today the difference between the two parts of the 
building. 

Florence is noted for its homogeneity of architec- 
ture. Her buildings of many centurie.s — eleventh 
to twentieth — exist side by side harmoniously and 
inconspicuously. There are many historic examples 
of this sort. 

In the average American neighborhood a very well 
designed house might be unduly conspicupus simply 
because it would be so much better than the usual 
mediocre average. There seems no good reason why 
a well designed contemporary house cannot fit in 
harmoniously with well designed houses of other 
periods, provided both are essentially good, and 
provided the materials used are homogeneous. The 
important things are not picayune uniformity or 
dull authenticity but the successful application of 
the good things at hand, similarity of materials and 
scale rather than of forms or details, and a genuine 
honesty of expression regarding our own times and 
our own lives. 

In the Jury’s discussions there arose the perennial 
question about the prohibitive expense of curtaining 


material for large glass areas. We take this oppor- 
tunity to spike this shibboleth of the archaeologist 
and interior decnwi oy . Satisfactory curtains need 
not be expensive. Burlap, cotton sacking, unbleached 
sheeting, and mattress ticking are used extensively 
by those who are not taken in by the fabric 
industry. These materials, costing from twelve 
cents to thirty-five cents a yard, can be dyed or 
used as they come and are capable of most success- 
ful results. Curtains can be easily made at home, 
or can be made up outside at low cost. In fact, their 
cost on the whole is lower than that of window 
shades. The total cost of a glass wall properly de- 
tailed with such economical draw curtains is no 
more than the ordinary outside wall of the same 
area including a small window, shade, and chintz 
draperies. 

All drawings submitted were considered at least 
twice. Those that remained in the last one hundred 
were studied many times. In making their selec- 
tions the Jury considered the following: 

(1) The use of the site. 

(2) Simpler housekeeping. 

(3) Improved facilities for daily family activities. 

(4) The relation between the needs of children 
and adults. 

(5) Orientation and relation of indoor to outdoor 
space. 

(6) Privacy. 

(7) Appropriate use of materials. 

(8) Equipment. 

(9) Cost indication including initial cost versus 
maintenance. 

(10) Suitability to particular climate indicated. 

(11) A better “living surrounding” for the aver- 
age small family. 
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Drowtngs of tliote f one speciol Mention 
designs, selected by the Pittsburgh Plcite 
Gloss Company for use in their odvertisirtg^, 
were prepared by Ted Koutzky. 



JURY COMMEHTS ON THE PRIZE DESIGNS 


1i The organization of this plan and its 
relation to the site are outstanding, and 
the Judges were unanimous in award- 
ing it the prize. 

The living and indoor “work-play^’ areas 
are nicely separated though still con- 
venient to each other. Each has its own 
outdoor space. 

The kitchen is actually in the heart and 
center of the house from which both the 
active outdoor areas can be surveyed. 
This permits easy supervision of chil- 
dren's play, easy access to service and 
drying yard, and to the social court. 

The bedroom wing, which includes the 
study, is logically placed at the rear, 
where it opens out onto a less active 
environment. The solid walls are nicely 
arranged to give privacy from neigh- 
boring lots, the street, and even from 
the naturally noisy areas within the 
scheme itself. 

Thus, the three separate functions of a 
house — activities, work, aind relaxation 
— ar^ clearly defined and arranged in 
a very practical form. 


2i This hou.se exhibits the quality of 
an easy directness and of purposeful 
planning. 

The roof plan is essentially a square. 
Thus the outline of the building^s shape 
is simple and interest is obtained by 
undercutting for the car shelter, pierc- 
ing the roof for a court on the front, 
and extending it .slightly for the out- 
door play porch. 

The plan is generally well conceived. 
The large area facing the rear of the 
lot is cleverly divided, retaining the in- 
herent spaciousness, y^t using the space 
for varied purposes. Fireplace and desk 
separate the study from the living room. 
The kitchen has a double outlook — 
onto the attractive entrance court and 
through the dining area to the rear gar- 
den by means of an open-top counter 
wall. A sliding glass arrangement 
screens the living room from cooking 
odors and kitchen noises. 

Family play and hobby space is nicely 
segregated by the kitchen projection 
and by the ’depressed wall for the plant- 
ing area. 


3i The whole conception of this hou.se 
is as brilliant as it is unusual. It makes 
use of a simple rectangular plan with 
various undercuts and screen projec- 
tions. The central core, consisting of 
kitchen and heater room flanked by two 
bathrooms, is located on the side of the 
house nearest the lot line, with high 
windows for privacy. The relationship 
of the master bedroom and living area 
makes it possible to open the bedroom 
into the living room, thus giving larger 
visual space. The children’s bedrooms, 
their indoor and outdoor play space, are 
well located for supervision although 
separated from the general living area. 

The glass wall along the southeast side 
is intended to have obscure and semi- 
obscure panels. It might have panels 
made of wood or fabric or screens, 
which could be interchanged at various 
seasons of the year, thus giving either 
open space or closed-in privacy. The 
structure, although somewhat dubious 
in engineering, could certainly be made 
practical if structural members were 
slightly heavier. The use of stone, wood, 


Designt fhown: upper lefty, by Kurl 
Belter ond Karel H. Dekker; lower left 
Alexis Dukelski; upper riglit, Leon Hyxen 
and Allmon Fordyce; lowet ^right, Oliver 
Lundquist. 




and corrugated asbestos called for would 
make for an interesting and pleasing 
effect. Contrasts between the irregular 
rubble, the rigid rhythm of the corru- 
gated material, and the transparency 
and smoothness of the glass give an un- 
usual and desirable variation in texture. 


Basically, this plan should be the 
most economical of all. It is a square 
with the mechanical core in the center. 
Thus, there is more floor area in propor- 
tion to outside wall area. Actually, 
with the materials called for, it would 
be costly to construct today. 

The plan arrangement is good. The 
children’s sleeping and play room is 
large and is under direct supervision 
from the kitchen. The adult sleeping 
and dressing room is equally large and 
well arranged. Certainly the relation- 
ship of adult’s and children’s activities 
has been well thought out. 

The varying, receding planes and the 
subtle relationship of textures, or open 
and closed walls, give a sense of space 


that is unusual in a house of this size. 

It was felt that, although this house 
was in no way limited to this or any 
other piece of property, it might be 
prefabricated and built anywhere in the 
U. S. on a site with any orientation; but 
even though this is a valuable asset, the 
orientation in this instance is wrong — 
possibly not .so much from the sunlight 
point of view (since it is designed for 
Southern California) but because the 
house is placed too close to the street for 
this to be excusable. As one dissenting 
member of the Jury put it, ‘‘The de- 
signer completely ignored the site.” 

Respectfully submitted, 


JURY OF 
AWARD 


Pietro Bellmchi 
Ralph Flewelling 
/. Byers Hays 
Robert M. Little 
Louis Skidmore 
Philip Will, Jr. 

Hugh A. Siubhins, Jr., 
Chairman 


AddifAonal comments and 
criticisms by the Jury will be 
found on the folloiving pageSf 
along with reprodnetions of 
the Prize and Mention de- 
signs. In the case of the 
Mentions, the captions were 
written by the editors, but are 
based, on comments made in 
the Jury room during the 
Judgment, 
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PLOT PLAN 
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ADDITIONAL JURY COMMENT 

'Tha dasiflii ii sympothaticaily dona; it is simple, direct, and has o 
definite Amarieon flavor tbot is refreshing. 

'The method of building — that of purchasing a prefabricated mechan> 
ical core and adding the other omenities — is not a new ideo. It is 
reosonabte and cleverly done, but was not a deciding factor. 

"The open passogewoy between living ond sleeping areos wos ques> 
tioned. This is conceivobly oil right for some Californio locations, ond 
the addition of o gloss wall would eliminate any objection. 

""ferhops the lovotory would hove been more useful had it been placed 
where the heater room is, thus ollowing children to reoch it more eosily 
from the ploy yord. Also, the oddition of a door from ploy yord into 
the bedroom corridor would be useful. As in o number of the designs 
chosen for owords, there is o lock of odequote storage space."' 


JEAN BODMAN FLETCHER & NORMAN FLETCHER 
1430 MASSACHUSETTS AYE. 

CAMBRIDGE, 38, MASS. 

1 . 
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The authors say of their design, 
which is intended for Solinos, 
Colifornio, ''Joe wants to help 
build his own house, but olso 
wonts it technicolly up-to>dote, 
so with the aid of on architect, 
0 building supervisor, and a spe* 
cial booklet he starts. He has 
chosen this plan out of a group 
of plons similar in idea. First he 
goes to the factory to get the 
'mechanicore' which has oil the 
latest conveniences, and then 
to the mill for lumber. Joe con 
use stud construction or simple 
plywood ponels. The core is ot> 
tached to the street utilities, 
the concrete slab is poured, and 
Joe can start erecting the walls. 
The neighbors help Joe, and 
later Joe helps them. Joe and 
family can now start making 
the house a home." 
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ADDITIONAL JURY COMMENT 

'This house has the necessary facilities for all daily activities end 
they are orranged for easy upkeep and cheerful living. Wood and gloss 
are used with great skUl to produce elevation forms that are strong, 
clear, in good proportion, and pleasant to look at. The design was 
criticized for the obvious lack of privacy in the bedrooms, since they 
face and are very close to the adjacent lot. The detail (see page 41) 
of the sliding counter window was commended os an intelligent use 
of glass, simply and cleanly executed." 

FREDERICK Q. ROTH 

2 2625 NO. SECOND ST. 

MILWAUKEE 12, WIS. 

A I. M. PEI 
. 14 OLD DEE ROAD 
no CAMBRIDGE, MASS. 
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This house is intended for the Middle 
Atlantic Seaboard. Designer specifies 
exterior of vertical tongue ond groove 
siding, and interior of the some mote- 
riol with some plywood panels. Roof 
to be aspholt felt built-up roofing in- 
suloted with Foomglos. Windows focing 
northwest and northeast to be Twindow 
units. Glass surfaces exceeding D.S.A. 
limits to be polished plate gloss. Over- 
hanging sunshade on southerly side to 
be Va inch Coolite. All built-in cciii- 
veniences to be standardized units of 
plywood construction. 
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ADDITIONAL JURY COMMENT 

'The design, though elegant, is slightly overdone and seems somehow 
more of on 'imported' than an 'American' product. It wos the subject 
much deboti but Was aworded a prize by a majority of the Jury 
chiefly for its ingenious plon. 

'The portion of the detail which is o glass sandwich— Carrora gloss 
enclosing Foomgtos slob — though at present expensive, may some day 
prove to be on ingenious ond procticol solution to the 'complete wall' 
problem. The rest of the detoil^ glass block ond gloss louvers, seems 
overly compli^ted." (See poge 39.) 


The designer calls attention to cross>ventilotio 
through the whole house, which is intended for thi 
California climate. The house is based in port oi 
studies in the field of abstract art, involving th 
manipulation of space by interpenetration, division 
ond the use of color combined with opaque, trons 
lucent, and transparent materiols to control spatia 
light and shadows. 



EDUARDO FERNANDO CATALANO 

HOLMBERG 3483 

BUENOS AIRES, ARGENTINA 


iPRNai. fOINTl 
rimsuMiH 
^HCurrBcruKAL 
txMurKTrrKiN 
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THIRD ELEVATION 


THE aEVATIONS ARE BASED UPCM THE DIVISION OF THE SURFAa 
OF A STANDARD STEEL FRAME. INTO SUBORDINATE RECTANGLES OF 
WHITE, BLACK AND PURE COLORS ACCORDING TO LIFE REQUIREMENTS 



FOURTH ELEVATION 



KEY TO PUN 

I. Supplementary space for breakfast. 2. Space 
For refuse and cleaning tools inside the house.* 
Provision for refuse and gardening implements 
outside the house. 3. Kitchen, laundry, both* 
room form one unit with the boiler room, which 
)s ploced in the middle of the house and has 
0 common smoke stock with the fireplace, o$ 


well as access from the kitchen. 4. Uses of 
glass to create space. In the kitchen wall it 
produces an illusion of space and serves in a 
practical way as o control over children's activ- 
ities. 5. A flexible view through this wall is 
regulated by curtoins. 6. Loundry, bedrooms, 
bathroom, and ironing unit with easy access to 
linen supply. Seporotion between living ond 


sleeping oreas. Bock door provides exclusive 
access to sleeping area. 7. Light from skylight. 
A Boiler. B Living room. C Study and ploce 
for children's games. D Dining room. E Bed* 
room. F Kitchen loundry 11.6 x 7.6. G Both' 
room 6.6 x 7.9 4 6 x 4. H Garden. K Goroge 
L Interior gollery. M Dressing room. N Moin 
entrance. P Reor enfronce. R Street. 


It 




HighMohts noted In this design for a California home; compact plan, mini* 
mum waste hall space to clean; economical to build and maintain; most 
parfitionihg made up of useful storage space; fine* large related living 
anil, dining space on southern garden front; side wails and windows 
thoughtfully forked out for privacy from neighbors; well planned plot, 
thoroughly put to use; clerestory for cross ventilation and lighting of 
bathrhall, and kitchen. Criticisms: kitchen not well placed for supervis* 
ing ehildrtn's outdoor pfay; exterior lacks ^^posltive'* character. 




KARL J. REISER 
UNIVERSITY Of OREOON 
EUQENE* OREGON 
A KAREL H. DEKKER 
LOS ANGELES OITY HALL 
LOS ANGELES 12, OALIF. 
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ALEXIS DUKELSKI 
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LOS ANQEUS 24, OALIF. 




“The plan has many delinhtful Ideas,” one Juror said, “but the designer 
made It most difficult for the jury to discover the good points by much 
too much complicated indication.” Amohp the good points: outdoor porc^a 
off the bedroom suites (the latter seem cramped In area; however); the 
walled outdoor dining room for use in summer (the house is for the 
Northeast); the “human quality” of the design; the basic economy of 
arrangement for a normal famny's activities; provisions for Pf vacy. 
“Too much stone” on both horiaontal and verticil planes was a erltlelem. 


IS 




The one that Juet mieeed e prise award. The beet of several drawings 
that used a similar basic plan, the design was admired by the Jilry for Its 
domestic quality, the economical arrangement of living, kitchen-utility, and 
sleeping areas, and the simple, unaffected approach to the problem. Criti- 
eiaed were the many shapes and slies of windows which, some Jurors felt, 
t^sulted in lack of harmony. Arrangement of plot and relation of outdoor 
areas to separate Indoor functions were praised. For the Northeast. 




LEON HYZEN 

BM. 801 PALMOLIVE BLDQ. 
CHIOAQO, ILL 
A ALLMON FQBDYOE 
106 E. OOtli ST., N. Y. 0. 


II 






STANLEY A. KAZOAIUS 
4S19 SO. MAPLEWOOD AVE. 
CHICAOO 32, ILL 
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Things admired in this design for living in the central Midwest were the 
separate provisions for adult and children’a needs, Including physical 
separation of the bedroome; the domestic scale of the design and the 
simple exterior character. Things questioned or deplored: the serviee 
area was not planned for child supervision; poor disppsitlon of land, with 
unnecessarily wasted front lawn; and (lacking any plan indleatjon to the 
contrary) no provision for privacy from view of next>door nelghborf. The 
detail of open plumbing, openly arrived at, raised several eyebrows. 
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Oetigned for the central eastern states, this scheme on three half-levels 
results In a small house with an extraordinary sense of spaciousness; 
but, as one Juror put it, despite the fact that the designer specified acous- 
tiesl surface treatments, “the lounge and the children’s bedrooms could 
never be gulet If the work and recreation area was used intensively enough 
to Justify the amount of space given to It." Also criticized was what 
appears to be the quite arbitrary introduction of atonework on exterior 
walla. Location of family rooms toward rear garden would ensure privacy. 




OLIVER LUNOOUIST 
ITOa ttst ST. N.W. 
WASNINOTON, 0. C. 
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eiUlLEt a. MataOiALB 

auiNiy BUM, 

•N ta. BIIAMa AVb 
Lot AmELBi^ BALM. 



Cempaet aiui oonvanlant, thia Pacific Ncrthwcat houae waa Baalfiwd far 
accnomical ccnatructlon. Main cpanlnga cccur either toward front or rear; 
windowa toward nolghbora are all In utility areaa. Maetar aleaping room, 
partitioned by ourtain, booonMa Inoreaaed daytime living apaea; panel be> 
tween ehlldren'a rooma folda back to farm Indoor playroom. Outdoor play 
apaoa poorly lolated to ohildran’a rooma, on oppealte aide af Old hmiae. 


It 






Main rooma sheltered from street and northwest by barrier wails on first 
floor and (on second) by hallway location; toward the southsaat* walls 
are glazed. Splayed living room wall Inoreases southern exposure; screen 
fence gives privacy from neighbors. Kitchen has full view of terrace and 
yard. Abbreviated partitioning limits indoor privacy but simplifies house* 
work. Bedrooms have desk and shelf space as well as closets; the deck 
Is for sunbathing. Storage and heater In basement Middle Atlantic ollmate. 



SHARLES D. WILEY 
\m NOITN STATE ST. 
SHISAUiSilLL 
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PENCIL POINTS "PITTSBURGH ARCHITECTURAL COMPETITION 


Planned for oonatruetlen (%<rtth modlfleatlon) throughout the eontral U. 
this aehemo ergahicoa all main living rooma around aeuth and garden 
oxpoaurea. A oonalble provlalon la a separate ohildren’a playeourt under 
direct aupervialen from kitchen; main living room and outdoor terrace, 
wall aoreened from the neighbors. CIreulatlon from entraneo door to 
bedroom wing, however, ssenw unneeeasarlly awkward and droultous. 

If 


ELMEI BUB 
I2M HUI8B ID. 
BUVBUin II, BNIB 
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Lotatlon of entrance providee direct circulation to living aroa> lcitchen» 
and bodroom wing. Minimum partitioning reducea houaekeeping drudgery, 
wkite central location of bathe ehielda chlldren’e bedrooma from living 
room aounda. Roof overhanga preolaely calculated to acraan out axoaaalva 
aun. fixhauat fan drawa houae air through grillea above bathe Into plenum; 
honee into attic apace and eventually to outlet in roof aofnt near entrance. 
Good ganoral atcrage apace along garage wall. Ooaigned for Toicaa ollmata. 

*1 
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DONALO tAITNILIII 

BOX m, loun it 

NOUSTOII I, TBX. 








Windows and aoreena of this Mississippi house ars supported In a pair of 
tracks borderino oardsn frontages. In winter, seresns are removed and 

M window panels placed In the outer tracks, Inoreaslng Interior living space 
and luring maximum sun within. CIsvsrnoss of concept has rosultsd In 
rather foroed room shapes, as In parents’ room; thoughtful previsions 
Include future partition rearrangements to suit changed family needa. 
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In this home dMlgned for Pennsylvania, tho arrangemant of the entranee 
hall and stair to the basement affeetively aeparatos ehlldren’s rooms from 
living quarters. The huge eorner window walls .dieed living area with 
light and sun, automatleally oontrolled by roof prejeetlon; Interior eorner 
placement of dining space, although lighted by elerestery and borrowed 
light from hallway, seems uafertunate; the eflielent kitehendaundry might 
also have been better ptaoed for serving terrace and aupervlalon of play. 




BEIMtO L. OAMKELL 
24M MAMET ST. 
HAIBISBURfl, PA. 
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W. BROOKS OAYIN 
1810 ion IT. 

SILYBR SfRIRi, 110. 




In this two-story solution (Issvlno maximum land for outdoor living), 
plannsd for ths middls Atlantic states, Interior living space Is divided 
Into dining-kitohen, and play space on the ground floor, and a quiet family 
sitting room upstairs. The latter seems too enclosed; one end Is merely 
a passage which children would have to use to reach bedrooms. The first 
floor suffers by too great recessing to gain overhangs at front and back; 
also exterior laeks ^'human quality" found In some of the other designs. 
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PLAN - BOOK. CASE i, GLASS CASE BETWEEN ILITCHEN . LIVING.AREA 

PENCIL POINTS 

PITT55URGH - ARCHITECTURAL CONAPETITION EA 


Nen-b«arlno Intarior divislent are made up of atorape unita or Ineldantal 
aeraana whieh can ba arrangad with ralativa aaaa. Tha ohildran’a play 
araa may ba auparvlaad althar from tha kltohan or (through a glaaa 
aeraan) from tha dining and of tha living araa. teparatlon of adulta* 
badiraom and bhildran’a quartora would appoal to many; plaoamont of tha t/L 

ohildran’a rooma Juat tha othar alda of tha wall of tha living araa, howavar, g « giUU 

auggaata nolaa dltneultlaa. Tha plan falla to Indloato how tha ownara would Itli iasT Stud ST. 

obtain privaoy from naar nalghbora. Dooignod fpr northam California. IWI ONIOABOi ILL. 
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WOMENS' OKTH DETAILS 

ELEVATIONS DETAILS 

PENCIL POINTS PITTSBURGH 
ARCHITECTURAL COMPETITION 


Ths largs amount of corridor apace waa criticized. Ccmblnation llvlno- 
dlnlno-kiteharMaundry* admitted aa an acceptable plan for many famlilaa. 

M Deapita iaundry*dryer equipment, however, aome outdoor drying yard 
ahould probably have been provided. Large hobby-playroom with firepiaoe 
adjoining terrace, a fine facility aeldom found in the ''average*' house. 
Interesting bedroom-window detail: fixed central aash, ventilating iouvera 
below, operable tranaoma above. Planned for a aouthern California altSb 


If 













XT 4 UGMTWeiOMT METAL FRAME. 

\ t CONTINUOUS PLUG* IN. STRIP. 

S C ADJUSTABLE LIGHTING UNIT. 

0 TEMPERED TRANSLUCENT GLASS 
K CABINET WITH SUOING DOORS. 
F STEEL Tl SCREWED THRU GLASS. 
G EVERSEAL GLASS TAPE 

0 — ^ H CONCEALED ELECTRIC CONDUIT. 

1 SOB -FLOOR ELECTRIC - DUCT. 
J SUPPORT- CONNECTION TO DUCT . 
K FIN. FLOOR L FIN. CEILING . 






N C I L • P O I N T S 

xniKii An(3irnx7n}iLiij comsinmoiv 


Dttitfltd for tho Southwoolt this houoo has a oompaot and wall ralatad 
arrangamant of living, dining, and play araaa, with a oonvenlantly locatad 
kltohan-taundry-aarvioa unit. Saeond floor plan la^od but llkaly to be 
fxpanalva* flawa Includa Inadaquata atoraga spaoa, aoatterad plumbing, 
and poorly locatad haatar room with quaatlonabla atair haad^room. Ex- 
tarior la to ba of rough redwood boarda and battana. Rumpua apaoa and 
ablldran*a roama to ba oloaad agalnat waathar by eliding glaaa doora. 



SEYMOUR R. JOSERN 
1041 BROADWAY 
REW YORK 2S, lb Y. 
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YINOENT KLINQ 
CNeLISH VILUQE 
CIUMrORII, N. J. 




This house planned for a Virginia location la one of comparatively few 
that included a basement for the heating equipment. The living room Is 
screened from the front door, and even the stairs can be used without 
disturbing living room activities. Kitchen-laundry well located for access 
to dining space, terrace serving, and drying yard. The house also appealed 
to the Jurors as being agreeably domestic In both scale and charaoter. 
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No eloar purpose seems served by plsofnp house so for to rear of plot 
Northeast llvlno room window wall, shielded from street by brick garden 
wall, admits morning sun; firm clear light, rest of day. Toward neighbors, 
high wall (for privacy) surmounted by window band; on southwest, sliding- 
panel windows with deep roof overhang admit afternoon sun In varying 
degrees, depending on season. Floor plan, simple; general character, 
tt pe ea esea Hly severe. Designed for oonstruotion In central Midwest 



PAT ALOE MimALL 
III E. DEUWAEE PUOS 
OMIMOO Hi ILL 


M 









PERSPECTIVE FROM SOUTH 




BASIN a BATH STORAGE DETAIL 


PENCIL POINTS- PITTSBURGH ARCHITECTURAL COMPETITION 


One of the more imaginative of several designs v^lth similar basic scheme. 
Centralized entrance and heater rcom; separation of living 4ireas Into 
active and quiet (the latter further separable for use as guest room); 

M flexible two-inH>ne treatment of children's rooms, and greatly inci*eaatd 
bathroom facilities provided by partitioning and Inclusion of one added 
piece of equipment; all were admired. Questioned was location oonsidorod 
for outdoor laundry drying: glantlng on northoast and oarport wall or 
aouthwaat aoamod ample aoraon from nalghbora. For mWeantral atataw' 
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PlMiwd for Great Lakes region, this apaolous, email house was considered 
one of the better two-story solutions (In general, the Jury considered one- 
story sohamas better answers to the program). Projeetlng aeoond floor, 
probably oxpenslve, produced graoloua sheltered entranoo by either ear 
or foot on street front and loggia toward garden. Arresting features: 
glass-snetosed stairway; projeetlng living room window, Including plant 
bay, view window, and selar-hoat advantages. Guest-study-play room at 
tap sf stairs gives added livability; storage, ample and well loeatod. 




FIEDEIlOK 8. ROTH 
EttE HO. EROOHD ST. 
MILWAUEEE 12, Wit. 
i I. M. Ml 
14 OLD DEE ROAD 
OAMDRIDMI, MAtl. 
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SIMON SeHMIDENER 
TOBQUATO DE FELICE I 
MICHAEL M. HANNIS 
41 iOOEEFELLER FUZA 
NEW YOmC IC, N. Y. 




Schemed within a eimple rectangle, thie forthright plan propoaed for New 
Jereey wae particularly admired for lie apace organlxatlon, location of 
children’s rooms well separated from sound and dlstraotlons of the living 
room, and extraordinary provisions for storage where needed. Fixed win- 
dow sash, with operable panels above and below, oonsidered a well-thought 
out ventilating solution. Height of windows from floor allows oaee work 
and furniture placement beneath them. The forward location ef living 
room was oritioiaed beeause sunlight would leave this area too early* 








Th« angling of the plan to oatoh maximum aouthern tun was admitted, 
but the resultant awkward shapes of master bedroom and living room were 
orltloixed* The plan provides barrier between activity and sleeping areas; 
the kitohen and laundry equipment Is oomplete and expensive. Amount 
of window wall appealed to the Jurors as excessive and was sharply 
criticized (lacking plot plan Indication) for lack of privacy from neighbors. 
Hcnetheiess, logloal separation of areas for ^in flow/' working, sleeping, 
and activity kept this design constantly to the fore. Midwest location. 




Douaus 0. SIMPSOII 
21 FUST AYE. 

OTTAWA, ONTARIO, OANADA 
A EDWARD P. ELLIOTT 
OOOLIDQE URE, DRDIIAII, MASS. 
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JOSEPH ALUR STEIH 
tl OOLUMROt AVE. 

OAR PRAROItOO 11, OALIP. 



While admiring the plan erganlaatlon and living amenltlee of thie houee 
propoeed for the Oouthweet, the Jury felt that the provlelone and equip- 
ment were more costly and elaborate than the program speelfloatlono 
would permit. Praised were the variety and spaeloueneeB developed In 
the llving-dining area; kitchen and workroom Immediately adjacent to a 
service yard; the provision of private gardens as wall as a family living 
garden (all screened for privacy by fences, walls, or planting), and the at 
tentlen given to relating Interior space to the outdoors and growing plants- 
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A "good, conurvativo plan,” It waa navarthalaaa oritlolted for having mora 
oirculatlon apaoa than a houaa of thia alia ahould afford. All main living 
rooma would have excellent orientation, and tho fonea and planting Indloa* 
tipna auggeat that the dealgner haa planned for. aufllolont privacy. A 
erltlelam waa that no Interior play apace waa provided, and It waa net 
clear If ehlldren'a outdoor play oould bo auparvlaad from tho kitehsn 
window. The modeat aoala, aimple detail, and oontraat of matarlala In the 
..^lavatlona ware partlouiarly admired. Doaignod for aouthorn CaUfemla. 


B. W. WAUOH 
OEORfiE MATSUMOTO, A , 
OHARLBS T. ORANRER ' 
WEST LOm LAKE ROAD 
BLOOMFIELD HILLS, MUM. 
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FUNK WKISS 

1411 W. LINDUY AYE. 

PHIUDELFHtA, 


An economical, two-etory plan, this house was dealaned for the Northeast. 
Some Jurora felt that Inclusion of so many types of prefabricated panels— 
some with glass lenses or block; others of plywood, plywood covered with 
canvas, or vertical wood sheathino — resulted in rather confused elevations. 
In general, plan elements are well disposed, but challenged were the cross* 
hall relation between kitchen and dining area and the living room’s lack 
of protection from the front door. The targe storage-heater room Is a 
sensible provision— one, surprisingly, that many other designs lacked. 
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PENCIL POINTS-PITTSBURGH 
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In this oompaot plani for New England, the deeigner managed to Include 
an extraordinary number of living faollltlea-— play and hobby apace in 
addition to the ueual functional areaa. But, In detailf the Jury found many 
things to orltleize: lack of privacy for individual mfmbera of the family; 
the fact that the dining apace overiooka the aervlce yard; the apparent 
uae that would have to be made of the living room aa a eonidor, and the 
very queatlonabte plaoement of the bathroom which "oreatee more oonidor 
Woe than It aavea^ and whieh is ^'aoreened from view but not from sound.*’ 


FRANK Wilts 
1411 W. LINDLIY AVL 
PMIUDiLFHlAi FA. 
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Interior Screen to Shield Entrance 
(see house design. Page 28) 

A; light metol frame. B: Con- 
tinuous plug-in strip. C: Adjust- 
oble light D: Tempered trons- 
lucent gloss. E: Cobinet; sliding 
doors. F. Steel angles screwed 
through glass. G: Everseal glou 
tope. H: Conceoled electric con- 



duit I: Sub-floor electric duct. 
J: Support connection to duct 
K. Finish floor. L: Finish ceiling. 
M: Connection to upright support. 
N: Gloss block portition. 
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SEYMOUR R. JOSEPH 
1841 BROADWAY 
REW YORK 2S, N. Y. 















NON-PREMIATED DESIGNS 


While the selected drawings shown on the following pages 
are non-premiated schemes, they do indicate, still further, 
the trend in contemporary planning. The problem of de- 
signing a house, as in the case of this competition, permits 
literally hundreds of possible solutions. Certain patterns or 
schemes, however, seem more acceptable than others. It is 
well, therefore, to keep in mind some general criticisms and 
suggestions while looking over these ^^signs, and to study 
each drawing with an appraising eye. 

USE OF SITE 

Use of the site in most submissions was good. Most de- 
signers recognized that privacy, outdoor rec^ation, garden- 
ing and service areas are important essentials to good house 
planning. However, there were some designers who, from 
desire for effect, or through faulty planning, placed the 
bulk of their house so far to the rear of the lot that maxi- 
mum land usage was not possible. 

SIMPLE HOUSEKEEPING 

The use of active areas segregated from quiet areas has 
considerable merit, for it has a tendency to simplify clean- 
ing. Any scheme that has long involved halls may be looked 
upon with some scepticism for it is often a clue to poor 
planning and complicated housekeeping. Windows that can't 
be cleaned easily or are poorly placed, kitchens that are 
awkwardly arranged, laundries that would require an Ama- 
zon to keep clean and to service — ^were some of the reasons 
why these drawings may not have been chosen as prize 
winning designs. 

IMPROVED FACILITIES FOR DAILY FAMILY ACTIVITIES 

Naturally, easy circulation through the house, quiet and 
restful sleeping areas, better bathroom planning, and pleas- 
ant eating arrangements are important elements which 
should be provided in every house. Storage space is also 
important, for there must be places for clothes, games, 
books and the like. Some arrangement should also be pro- 
vided for hobbies, recreational facilities, work space and 
relaxation. Most of these solutions adequately provided for 
these spaces and areas. 

AMUSEMENT AND RECREATIONAL AREAS 

It has become more and more apparent, particularly in good 
contemporary planning, that amusement and recreational 
areas must be provided. We have gone through that period 
of the basement game room and have discovered that it is 
only half the answer. The idea of providing proper play 
space is good but providing it in the basement has many 
limitations for it is apt to be damp, out of the way, or hard 
to keep clean. It is therefore gratifying to note that in the 
majority of these schemes this problem was solved by some 
arrangement on the main living floor. A number of de- 
signers found that a flexible living-room arrangement was 
an excellent solution. Others felt that they could give over 
an entire area for recreation. Perhaps the best solutions 
were those that permitted either of these schemes and made 
some possible tie-in with the outdoor play areas. 

Outdoor play areas were often muffed. Sometimes adequate 
outdoor play space was provided but parental supervision 
was impossible because of its location. In other schemes 


outdoor play areas were provided for the children but there 
was no space for rainy-day playing in the house. A simple 
arrangement such as a flexible partition between adjoining 
children's rooms would have been sufficient provision in 
many cases. 

ORIENTATION 

The relationship between the points of the compass, the sun 
and its solar axis and the layout of the rooms themselves 
have important corollaries. With few exceptions most of 
the following designs seem to have related these essentials 
properly. 

PRIVACY 

As most of these contemporary designs use large glass areas 
in the living and sleeping spaces it is essential that privacy 
from neighbors' view should be assured. This may be pro- 
vided by means of shrubs, trees, or fences. It is probable 
that living and sleeping areas are not the only places that 
privacy may be desired. The better arrangements used some 
type of screening for the service and laundry areas and even 
for the vegetable garden where it seemed necessary. 

COST INDICATIONS 

As most of these schemes have about the same square foot 
area, it is interesting to note how much more expensive cer- 
tain types of schemes appear than others. There is always 
the old story of the rambling house, its additional roof and 
wall area. But perhaps the most glaring single item is the 
rather expensive bathroom arrangements that keep cropping 
up. Many of the schemes provided three bathrooms. Many 
had two very complete ones. It would seem that in a house 
that was supposedly going to cost between $6,500 and $8,000 
that the designers should have given more consideration to 
the cost of so many bathrooms. A single complete bathroom 
and an extra seat and basin was felt to be sufficient and cer- 
tainly two complete bathrooms adequate. However, most 
designers did make use of standard sizes of material, short 
roof and floor spans, and simple structural details, indicat- 
ing that economical construction was an important consid- 
eration in their thinking. 

SUITABILITY TO CLIMATE 

Most of the designs submitted in this competition were 
schemed for some particular area. With notably few excep- 
tions the designers did not provide any impractical arrange- 
ments. However, some of those who planned large sliding 
windows for the northern states should have thought the 
problem through a little further. Lacking details, it would 
appear that they were too quick to provide these large win- 
dows for effect rather than practicability. Nevertheless, the 
majority of designers did seem to provide for the climatic 
limitations of the area chosen. 

BETTER LIVING SURROUNDINGS 

It is interesting to note that in this competition there were 
fewer of the ''box" modem or international style houses than 
heretofore. On the whole it seems that the houses have an 
agreeable domestic character and would be assets to any 
community. 
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J. FLOYD YCWKLL 
10 EAST son ST. 
NEW YOEK, N. Y. 









ROYAL BARRY WiUt 
I m ST. 

BOSTOM I, MASS. 
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WILLIAM UKI ADDKISOI 
12t-TMII0 ST. 
lOANOKI, VA. 
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LT. M lUStEU M. AMDAL a.S.N.1. 
•II H ST. NJ., WASNiMTM 2, D. 6. 
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JOHN WM. rOUOM 
3120 UNIVIItm OLVD. 
HOUSTON 0, TEX. 









ALDEN B. DOW, INO. 
2128 eOMMEBOE BLOB. 
HOUSTOB 2, nX. 
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OEOROe FARKA8 
H4 4l*t ST. 

MIAMI REARH, FLA. 





PKNCIL POINTS 

PITTSBIJIIO AllCHITKCTlJR AL COMPETITION 



ROBERT ST. OWEN BROWN 
MAPLE HtLL FARM 
CARMEL, N. Y. 
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CURTIS BESINUER 
STANBEIIRY, MO. 









KATZ-WAISMAN A ELMALIH 
I2T LEXIHOTON AVE. 

NEW YOIK, N. Y. 
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ARNOLD TUCKER A A. J, DONAHUE 
41 ELOIN ST. 

OHAWA, CANADA 






DE WITT C. ROBINSON 
C/0 F. E. ROBINSON 
CAMBRIDOE, VT. 



















J. MILTON DYER, JOSEPH CERUTI & 
MAURICE CORNELL 
1916 E. 71tt ST. 

CLEVELAND, OHIO 
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MINORU YAMASAKI 
1S2« HENRY AVE. 
MAMARONECK, NEW YORK 
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JOHN LORINQ PERKINS 
8149 VILUQE GREEN, 
LOS ANQELES 18, OALIF. 
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CHARLES T. GRANGER, GEORGE MATSUMOTO 
A E. W. WAUGH 
CRANRROOK ACADEMY OF ART 
BLOOMFIELD HILLS, MICH. 
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CHARLES A. PEARSON JR. 
RADFORD, VA. 
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PEMIVAL GOODMAN 
II EAST Alth ST. 
NEW TONE. N. Y. 








ANTONIN NAYMONO, YUSUF MEIN 
i EANL H. STNUNK 
111 FANE AVEt 
NEW YONK II, N. Y. 


a 






JEDD STOW REISNER 
660 MADISON AYE. 

A QEOROE W. McLAUQHLIN 
20T EAST S2iid ST. 

NEW YORK, N. Y. 
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LT. COMDR. SAMUEL E. HOMSEY U.S.N.R. 
610 H. STn N.E. 

WASHINGTON, D. 0. 
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PHILIP e. JOHNSON 
201 E. 42iid St. 

NEW YORK 17» N. Y. 
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DWIGHT E. STEVENS 
20S WILLIS ST. 
STILLWATER, OKLA. 






CHARLES H. DORNBUSCH & WM. J. MoARTHUR 
833 N. MICHIQAN AYE. 

CHICAOO, ILL 
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FREDERIC H. KOOK 
1304 CAREW TOWER 
CINCINNATI, OHIO 












QiEVlLLE ilOKAED 
1S9 EAST B3rd ST. 
NEW TONE, N. Y. 
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LiSLIE ARTHUR 
3001 MAXWELL ST. 
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LITTLE SWITZERLAND 
R. 9 KNOXVILLE, TENN. 
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nSI SOUTH BNOADWAY 
LOS ANOELES 18, OALIF. 
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iUStIL H. WITT 
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1111 SOUTH BROADWAY 
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JONR I. FORTUNE 
HN EOHO ST. 

LOS AHOELES, OALIF. 
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EDWARD ST. CLAIR PUCH 
CAMERON COURT APTS. 
RALEIQH, N. C. 








ARCHIBALD MANNINO BROWN 
IN E. Otst ST. 

NEW YORK 21, N. Y. 


00 







RAAn/Ul 


pffltiL poimt-PintByiiGu 


PBWiraiUBPl 

[DIPPGIlIIOn 

firm 



PU,oe FCAN:r?T^ 



LOCATION 

CALIFORNIA 

lAAJ 





SOUTHEAST 

ELEVATION 


fKSIDE FLU AREAS 

<J) W-O 

d) «»• 

© »•!>*> »\%0 
© « . !>*• 

© »•> - nio 


TCTaT 

AREA 






northwest 

iteVATION 




details of class SCREENim- 
BETW. ENTRY I all PURPOSE RM 


90 


BENJAMIN H. STEIN 
742 DELAWARE 
DETROIT 2i MICH. 
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T. GERALD KRONICK 
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ALFRED F. SIMONSON 
3S86 WOODLAND PARK AYE. 
SEATTLE 3, WASH. 
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L MOROAM YOST R AUBREY TUPPER-WHITE 
363 RIDQE ROAD 
KENILWORTH, ILL. 
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JOMN J. FENDYA 
1874 LOUISVILLE AYE. 
ST. LOUIS 10, MO. 







JOHN HIRONIMUS 

621 lAST BUCKFORD AVI. 

EVANSViai, IND. 
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R. W. TEMPEST 
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SAMUEL LADD 
1220 TULANE AYE. 
UNIVERSITY CITY B, MO. 
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LOIS ft FRED UNQNORST 
318 QRANT ftys. 

SAN FRANOISeO, OALIF. 




LOUIS e. DIXON & LEE B. KLINE 
1181 SOUTH BNOADWAY 
LOS ANQELES 18, CALIF. 
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E. H. E M. K. HUNTER 
MUSGROVE BUILDING 
HANOVER, N. H. 
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LOUIS C. SIMMEL JR. 
ft DOUGLAS MCFARLAND 
414 QUINBY BLDO. 

LOS ANQELES, CALIF. 
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BURTON ASHFORD BUQBEE 
121 E. 64tli ST. 

NEW YORK 22, N. Y. 
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RICHARD HAYILAND SMYTHE 
1 EAST SSrd ST. 

NEW YORK 22, N. Y. 








PAUL HAYNES 
SIB W. 9th ST. 

LOS ANQELES 18, CALIF. 
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NOIMAN W. ALPAUOH 
4121 HAUDALE AVE. 
LOS AMOELES, CALIF. 





lARLES W. BKSTON 
EOlOCTOWN, eONN. 
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KENT, GONN. 
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PHILPS CUNNINGHAM 
166 HELMSDALE GOAD 
CLEVEUND It, OHIO 
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MARGIL BUUM 
4S8 EAST IlHi ST. 
NEW YORE 2S, M. Y. 
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Fk'toher, J. B. & Fletcher, N {] 
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Pel, 1. M., & Roth, P. G 8 

THIRD PRIZE 
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Catalano, E. F 12 
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Bciser, K. J., & Dekker, K. 11 14 

Dekker, K. IL, & Reiser, K. J 14 

Dukelski, A 16 

Fordyce, A., & Hyzen, L 10 

Hyzen, L., & Fordyce, A 10 

Kazdailis, S. A 17 

Lundquist, 0 18 

MacDonald, C. G 10 

Wiley, (k D 20 
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Rabb, E 21 

Rarthelme, I) 22 

T. J 23 

Campbell, R. L 24 

Cavin, W. R 26 

Clhau, C. N 20 

•Cooling:, A. A 27 

Dc Felice, T., Harris, M, M., & Schmiderer, S 33 

Elliott, E. P., & Simpson, D. C 34 

Grander, C. T., Matsumoto, G., & Wauj?h, P], W 30 

Harris, M. M., De Felice, T., & Schmiderer, S 33 

Joseph, S. R 28 

KliiiK, V 20 

Marshall, P, A 30 

Matsumoto, G., Granger, C. T., & Wauph, E. W 30 

Pei, I. J.. & Roth, F. G 32 

Perkins, C. S 31 

Roth, F. G., & Pei, 1. M 32 

Schmiderer, S., De Felice, T., & Harris, M. M 33 

Simpson, D. C., & Elliott, E. P 34 

Stein, J. A 35 

Waug:h, Pk W,, & Granger, C. T., & Matsumoto, G. . . . 30 
Weiss, F 37, 38 
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Cavin, W. R 
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Joseph, S. R 
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Roth, F. G., & Pei, I. M. . . 
Wiley, C. D 
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AdJkison, W. L. 
Ailing, S. J. .. 
Alpaugh, N. W. 
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110 

47 

81 
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Rrown, A. M 89 

Rrown, R. St. 0 51 

Rugbee, B. A 107 

Geruti, J., & Dyer, J. M 56 

Clauss, A., & Glauss, J. W 77 

Cunningham, P ^ 113 

Dixon, L. (k, & Kline, L. B 78, 82, 103 

Dobberman, M. R 87 

Donahue, A. J., & Tucker, A 54 

Dornbusch, C. H., & McArthur, W. J 73 

Dow, A. B., Inc 40 

Dyer, J. M., & Ceruti, J 50 

P^lmaleh, Katz & Waisman 63 

Farkas, G 50 

F\‘Mdya, J. J 94 

F'olsom, J. W 48 

P'ortuiie, J. P' 83 

Garbe, R. W 07 

Goodman, P 02 

Graff, Matern & Yoi’k 79 

Granger, C. T., Matsumoto, G., Waugh, E. W 00, 71 

Haynes, P 109 

Hershey, D 09 

Hiett, R. H 80 

Hironinuis, J 95 

Hornsey, S. P] 66 

Hunter, Pk H., & Hunter, M. K 104 

Johnson, P. C 06 

Kahn, \j. 1., & Stonorov 0 80 

Katz, Waisman & Elmaieh 53 

Kline, L. R., & Dixon, L. C 78, 82, 103 

Kock, Pk H 74 

Kroniek, T. G. . 91 

Ladd, S 101 

Langhorst, L., &. Langhorst, P^ 102 

liorenz, C. W 106 

Marr, R. H., & Marr, C. R 86 

Massena, (k P^ 6B 

Matern, Graff & York 79 

Matsumoto, G., Granger, (k T., & Waugh, Pk W 00, 71 

McArthur, W. J., & Dornbusch, C. H 73 

McDow^ell, A., & Van Anda, G. H 112 

McPkirland, D., & Simmel, 1>. C lOG 

McTiHUghlin, (k W., & Reisner, J. S 04 

Meer, Y., Raymond, A., & Strunk, E. H 03 

Pearson, C. A 01 

F\*rkins. J. L 59 

Pugh, Pk St. C 88 

Raymond, A., Meer, Y., &. Strunk, E. IT 03 

Reisner, J. S., &, Mcl.augblin, (k W 04 

Rickard, G 75 

Robinson, D-W. C 65 

Simmel, L. C., &, MePYirland, D 100 

Simonson, A. F ... 92 

Smvthe, R. H 108 

Stein, B. H 90 

Stevens, D. E 72 

Stonorov, ()., & Kahn, L. 1 80 

vStoody, (k A 100 

Strunk, Pk H., Meer, Y., & Raymond, A 03 

Swicegood, M. R 96 

Tempest, R. W 98, 99 

Thies, W. J 84 

Tucker, A., & Donahue, A. J 54 

Tuppev- White, A., & Yost, L. M 93 

Van Anda, G. H., & McDowell, A 112 

Waisman, Elmaieh & Katz 5»3 

Waugh, Pk W., Granger, C. T., & Matsumoto, G. . . .00, 71 

Whitaker, E. L 70 

Wills, R. R 45 

Yamasaki, M 57 

Yewell, J. F 44 

York, Matern & Graff 79 

Yost, L. M., & Tupper-White, A 93 



OTHEB REIMBOliD BOOBS OB 
ABCBITECTOBE AMD CITY PEAMMIMC 

flurcliitecture 

Hospitals — Integi’ated 

by Isadore Rosenfield 

308 pxjges, 9 x 12, Illustrated, $10.75 

Apartment Houses 

by Joseph Abel and Fred N. Severud In preparation 

Shops and Stores 

by Morris Ketchum, Jr. In preparation 

U. N. Headquarters 

by Le Corbusier In preparation 

Search lor Form 

by Eliel Saarinen In preparation 

So You Wont to Build a School 

by John Lyon Reid and Charles Wesley Bursch 

In preparation 

Thermal Insulation of Buildings 

by Paul Dunham Close 100 pages, 6x9, Illustrated, $1.75 

This Business of Architecture 

by Royal Barry Weills 210 pages, 6x9, Illustrated, $3.00 

Don Graf Data Sheets 

779 pages, 4x7, Illustrated, $6.00 

2 |. 

New City Patterns 

by S. E. Sanders and A. J. Rabuck 

200 pages, 8 V 2 x 11, Illustrated, $8.00 

Hotising and Citizenship— 

A Study in Low-Cost Hotxsing 

by Major George Herbert Gray 

250 pages, 8 Vi x 11 Vi, Illustrated, $7.50 

The Art of Building Cities 

by Camillo Sitte — Translated from the German by Lt. Charles 
T. Stewart, USNR, former Director, The Urban Land 
Institute 130 pages, 8 Vi x 9 Vi, Illustrated, $6.00 

Cities of Latin America — 

Housing and Planning to the South 

by Francis Violich 376 pages, 6x9, Illustrated, $3.75 


The City^ — Its Growth, Its Decay, Its Future 

by Eliel Saarinen -* 379 pages, 6x9, Illustrated, $3.75 
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